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DETAILED ACTION 



Drawings 

1 . Figure 24 should be designated by a legend such as -Prior Art- because only 
tn at which is old is illustrated. See MPEP § 608.02(g). A proposed drawing correction 
or corrected drawings are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of 
the application. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

2 The disclosure is objected to because the Me of the invention is not descriptive. 
A new title is required that is clearty indicative of the invention to which the claims are 
directed. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 



use or on ! 
States. 



, sale in this country, more than one year prior 

4. Claims 1, 4, 5, 8, 9, 12, 13, 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Garr et al (US 5,341 ,166). 

Claim 1: 

Garr discloses: 
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.giving means (Fig. 2 item 26) for receiving a -emote con.ro, signai transmitted 

from a remote controller (Fig. 2 item 28); 

-judgment means (Fig. 2 items 28, 26) judging an externa, equipment (Fig. 2 item 
16 for instance) corresponding to the remote control signal"; and 

•transmitting means (see the transmitting means which linKs «ems 26 and 16 for 
instance) for transmuting control data corresponding to the remote control signal to the 
external equipment judged". 
Claim 4 is disclosed, see Fig. 2 item 20. 
Claim 5: 
Garr discloses: 

■■selection means for selecting an external equipment", see Fig. 2 items 28, 26, 

col. 7 lines 56-58; 

■receiving means (Fig. 2 item 26) for receiving a remote centre, signal transmitted 
from a remote controller (Fig. 2 item 28); 

. transmMing means (see the transmitting means which links items 26 and 16 for 

instance for transmitting control data corresponding to the remote control signal to the 

external equipment selected". 

Claim 8 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 

Claim 9 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1 . 

Claim 12 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 

Claim 13 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 5. 

Claim 16 is rejected for the same reasons as claim 4. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2, 3, 6, 7, 10, 11, 14, 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Garr et al (US 5,341 ,166) in view of Osakabe (US 6,400,280). 
Claim 2: 

Garr does not explicitly say that the transmitting means is a digital interface 
based on the IEEE 1394-1995 standard as claimed in claim 2. However, transmitting 
means based on the IEEE 1394 interface is very well known in the art (as evidence see 
Osakabe at Fig. 3 and col. 5 lines 1-1 1) as a means of providing high-speed 
interconnection between devices and low-cost implementation. Thus, Garr in view of 
Osakabe would have rendered the claimed invention obvious; an artisan would be 
motivated to combine the references to arrive at the claimed invention; and this 
combination would result in low-cost implementation and high-speed interconnection. 
Therefore, the claimed invention would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made. 

Claim 3 is disclosed in view of the above combination, see Osakabe at Fig. 3 item 23. 
Claims 6, 7 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2, 3. 
Claims 10, 11 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2, 3. 
Claims 14, 15 are rejected for the same reasons as claims 2, 3. 
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Conclusion 



7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean W. Desir whose telephone number is (703) 308 
9571. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John W. Miller, can be reached at (703) 305-4795. 

8. Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

(703) 872-9314 (for Technology Center 2600 only) 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park 11,2121 Crystal 
Drive, Arlington, VA, Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

9. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the Technology Center 2600 Customer Service Office 
whose telephone number i&(703) 306-0377. 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



JWD 

Aug. 28, 03 




